In Section 3.2 of our article [2] , the choice of Chevalley basis elements x α : α ∈ together with the corresponding structure constants of g is not compatible with the conventions in [3] . We would like to thank Bill Casselman to pointing out to us this issue.
Instead, we refer to [1] . We obtain slightly different formulas but the only significant change is in 3.3, Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.5 in which simple coroots must be replaced by simple roots. This is more natural and in particular does not wrongly mislead one into thinking that the Langlands dual is involved.
In the setting of 3.3, choose Chevalley basis elements x α : α ∈ . Let α, γ ∈ + such that α + γ ∈ + . Then α + γ + (−α − γ ) = 0, and hence
Consequently, in the proof of Lemma 3.3 we obtain that 
Therefore Lemma 3.4 has to be modified:
, if and only if η takes a fixed positive value on the simple roots.
which implies the claim. Also, Proposition 3.5 has to be adapted: The other parts of the paper are not affected by this corrigendum.
